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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to Applicant's reply flied under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 on 
2/26/2008. Claim 1 has been amended, claims 5-9 have been cancelled and Claims 1-4 remain 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Venkatapathy 
C et al. ["An Introduction to Web Services Gateway", May 2002] (referred to Venkatapathy 
hereafter) in view of Chan ["Web services sub-team report", June 2002]. 

4. Regarding claim 1, Venkatapathy teaches a method for a web services gateway to enable 
a web client to access a web service (i.e. web services can be accessed from applications and 
processes both within the corporate firewall and enables a external user to access to the service, 
page 1 lines 6-10, page 2 lines 9-11, and lines 30-36), the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a profile from the web service, the profile containing details of how to 
communicate with the web service (e.g. provided a StockQuote service that is deployed inside 
the firewall of your enterprise and sharing the services with the clients, page 2 lines 38-43 and 



Application/Control Number: 10/552,393 
Art Unit: 2142 



Page 3 



page 3 lines 1-3); 

creating a document based on the profile (e.g. importing the WSDL document into the 
gateway), the document being in a format recognizable to the web client and containing details 
of how to communicate with the web service via the gateway (i.e. the gateway will generate a 
new WSDL file that can be shared with the clients, page 3 lines 1-6); and 

providing, to a third party (e.g. UDDI directory), information relating to the web service 
and a location from which the document can be obtained by the web client (i.e. sharing the 
WSDL document to requesters outside the firewall, page 4 lines 1-4); 

thereby enabling the web client to use the document to access the web service 
via the web service gateway (see page 4 lines 1-10, Fig. 1). 

However, Venkatapathy does not teach where the profile containing the details of how to 
communicate is in a format not recognizable to the web client. 

Chan, on the other hand, teaches a system in which the a profile containing the details of 
how to communcate can be formatted in other ways if it is not recognizable to the client by 
mapping CPA files (the profile definition in ebXML standards) into WSDL files (see pages 2, 3, 
8-10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time of 
invention was made to modify the method in view of Venkatapathy teachings to include being in 

a format not recognizable to the web client taught by Chan. One ordinary skilled in the art 
wanting to publish a service using the gateway would look for ways to transform web service 
profiles from one definition to the other. One would be motivated to combine these teachings 
because there is a sufficient information in the CPA to generate WSDL definitions for all the 
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parties involved. 

5. Regarding claim 2, the combination of Venkatapathy in view of Chan teaches the 
invention substantially as claimed. See the rejection of claim 1 above. 

Venkatapathy further teaches: 

receiving a request from the web client for the web service, the request including details 
of the document (i.e. requesting the WSDL document to requestors from the gateway web 
service, page 4 lines 1-6); 

using the details of the document to match the request with the profile received from the 
web service and using details from the profile to convert the request to a request suitable for 
sending to the web service (e.g. specifying in the gateway that the service will be accessed by 
SOAP over HTTP and the gateway will generate the new WSDL to share to the clients, i.e. Fig, 
3 shows the flow of inbound requests that gets transformed to SOAP/JMS invocation in order to 
access the StockQuote services, page 5 lines 1-7); and 

sending the converted request to the web service (i.e. sending the converted request to the 
web services gateway, page 5 Fig. 3). 

6. Regarding claim 3, the combination of Venkatapathy in view of Chan teaches the 
invention substantially as claimed. See the rejection of claim 1 above. 

Venkatapathy further teaches: 

receiving a request, at the location, from the web client for the web service (i.e. receiving 
the request at a SOAP address location from the web client for the web services. Listing 1 
[StockQuote SOAP service WSDL], Listing 2 [Gateway StockQuote service implementation 
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WSDL], Fig. 3); 

obtaining details from the profile associated with the location and using the details to 
convert the request into a request suitable for sending to the web service; and sending the 
converted request to the web service (i.e. the details from the WSDL profile is associated with 
the SOAP address location and fransforming the request for sending to the web service using 
SOAP/JMS as shown in Fig.3, pages 4 lines 1-6, page 5 lines 1-7). 

7. Regarding claim 4, the combination of Venkatapathy in view of Chan teaches the 
invention substantially as claimed. See the rejection of claim 2 above. 

Venkatapathy further teaches: 

waiting for a response to the converted request from the web service; and using the 
response to the converted request to trigger a response to the web client request (see page 2 lines 
30-36, page 4 line 8 - page 5 line 12, Fig. 2-4). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 2/26/2008, with respect to the rejections of claim(s) 1-9 
under 103(a) have been considered and persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon fiirther consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Venkatapathy regarding the independent claim 1 with reference Chan. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BARAK NISSAN whose telephone number is (571)270-3632. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)-272-3836. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Barak Nissan 
Patent Examiner 



/Andrew Caldwell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2142 



